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John M. Nannes, Esq. 

SfcaddCD, Aips^ Slate, Meagher Sl Horn LLP 
1440 Naur Yoric Ave., N,W, 
Washington, D-C. 200Q3 

Dear Mr. Nanncs; 

This rcHer sm forth the lerms and condrtions of an af>r*^™**,f k^ l . ^ 

of the United States Dcpamnent of Justice ax,rS^S^^^ 

its pai^nt (indudiog its tilling pamrtl affifiate ^nrf^^^ T^JJPQrtation Group Ltd. CBrnnudal 

v^ possible coUiia or otberST^^^ 

th. pan:d tanker industry involving IransportStea L S ^ '^ ^-^-^' ^ ^' '" 

canditional and d^cnds upon^TG ^SSS^^^SS JlT^ ?'^^- ^^ ''^^^ ^^ 
condition, are o^erth. Di^sian^D i«^ ^S^fl'^J^^^- ^«^^ ^^ ^es. 

U is further agreed that ^^osuJ^.^^Z7S^^S'l^^ "^^ ^™^' 

tnuisponation [o and fiDft, the United &i^^ r(^^l^^^ ^ '^^^ '"''««'» '"^»«^8 
rqjrescws to the Antitfust Division that. „> <x^in^^^Z!^^'^'"^"^'^'^"^- ^^ 
it: ^^^^"^'^^^^"^"^'COTnpeOtiveactiwty being reported. 



Cb) 



(a) 



providing a fiiH expoation of all fects known m Qw-rr- i^- 
rmticompetitive actios hdng reporter "^'"^ *° ''*' 



This agreement does aot cover any ioint venture oaimprc cwt#- 
pared tanker industry. ^ '^"^^ ^^^ "^ ^"^ or had in the 
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^ ^ iims In hsVsesaon, custody or cootnU. i»teiwef located, requested 
by the Airthrasl DwiaoD. to the extent nrt alnadypKMWcoJ; 

(cl asbBitsbesteffiHtstosecure*eMgpmg.fijIlandtnlfiifijlMop^^ 

airreHt and fonner directois. officcis and empioyee of afTC. imd 
encounwiW such perwns voluntBiily to piovide ihc Antitrust Division imth 
any mfbiniation they may have nilcvaiit to Ihc BBIkiii^ 
r^iorted; 

fdl EwalitaDiig the aKlhy of current and foniierdi«dori.offi«^ 

to aopear for such inlaviews or testunooy in connection imth the 
anticompetitive activity brioB reputed bs the Antitrust Dwisionnuiy require 
at the limes and places designated by ifae AiititniBt Division; 

f cl usine its best effbrts to ensure thai cuncnt and foimcr dirertors. oHicere imd 

^ employees ^ho pfovid«= informalioo to tl>e Artilnist DivtsKm rdfivant to the 

anticompedlive aarvity bans rcpoiwd «spond comptedy. "^ ""J 

mithfUHylo aU questions aslted in intwviews and grand juiy appearances and 

at trial; 

using its best efforts W ensure that cymail and fonner dirKtors. officers and 
employees who provide infonnalion to the Amhiust Dtviaon rdevart to the 
anticompetitive activity bang reported make no attempt arther Edsdy to 
protect or felsely to impRcatc any person or entity; and 

making aU reasonable efforts, to the satisfiuwon of the Antitimt Divirioo. to 
pay ration to any posm or entity injured as a resdt of the anticompewive 

activity bring reported, in wKth SNTG was a partiapant. 
3 Corporate Lenieucy: Subject to verification of a^TG'srepreseoUlionsi^^^^^^^^ 

D!r.«™n »<: emlained in an Antitrust Division policy statenuait dated August 10. 1993 lanacnea^ 
?^rS\o S S t^^iittustDrvisioa ^ not to bilog any crimbud prosecution agama 
^ttutLC^'n^-^co^^ prior to the date of Ibis letter m connect.™ «rfi 
S!SS^^ iSbdng rUftei Thee«nffltaaits in thU paiagnph are binding ocjy upon 
S:^tS^S^s^alS?^oa request of SNTG the Anthnist DWi«^ -» j^^)^^^ 
Z^^o the attrition of other prosecuting offices or «lm,nislnrtive 'f*^^ J?«„^3 
SS" any time determines thai SNTG has violatedthb >^«"«"». ^^f^greanent shaM te v^^^ 
Sd^Susi Division may revoke the condhional acceptan« of SNTG into *J Coppo^e 
S^ P^osranu Should the Antitrust Division revoke the coodibonal acceptance of SNTG into 
^iS^SawPiofiram. the Antitrust DMsi^ 

!±Stc^Sb.^K Shodd such a pttjseoitionbeimfiated. any documentary or other 
Sa^ ^iS'rS^ " V«ll as any'^temems or othei infonnation provided by any 
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current or fonner director, officer or employee of SNTG to the Antitnist DivisioQ pursuant to this 
Agreement, may be used agamst SNTG in ait^ such proseoutioii. 

<; ^^J*^ ^^^l"!!*^ Protection For CoTwrate Birecton, Officeis And Employees: 

Subject to ariG's fiiU. continuing and oomiilete roopenmon. the Antitnist Divinoii agrees that 

cuirenl and former^ (firectars. officers and employees of SNTG ^Mw admit tfaetr knowledep of or 

paitapationm. and fi% MrftmthfiiBy cooperate with the An^^ 

armcompetvUve activity beiflg reported, shall not be proseciitcd cnounally by the AntimTsi Division 

for ajj( art OT ofiEbnffi oBwiuttcd priorio the dM 

activrty being rcpcrted. Such fiiU and tnrthfiil cooperation shall include, bat not be limited to: 

lij f*) P"»^"™«"»<1« United Stales all documenls and rea»rds>clurfine personal 

dooiments and records, and oiher materials requested by auomeys and aeents 



I A 
I I 
I' J 
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|:! ofthc United States; 



1 1 1[ ^> Ta2ikw^ himsdf or herself ^nrailabk for interviews in Ihe United States upon the 

I Y p request Of attorneys and agoita of ihe UMted States; 

Ml I ^ 
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(c) respondhig fuBy and tnithfidly to all inquiries of the United States in 

H n connection wth the anticompetitive activity being reported, Tiwithoul falsdy 

I '']\\ ' impHcaUng any person or intentionally witfihalding any infonnatioa; 

■ L I 



'iVji Cd) otherwise voluntarily prodding the United States with any materials or 

"^^"^*'™. f*^ requested ID (a) - (c) of this paragraph. Ihtt he or she may 
have relevant to die anticofflpetitive actraty beii% reported; and 
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(e) when caUed upon to do so by the United States, testifying in trial and grand 
ju^ or othff pFoceedi^gs in the United States, folly, truthfijily and under oath, 
sulgect to the penalties of peijuiy (1 8 U.S.C § 16Z1X making false stiitemeots 
or declarations in grand jury or court proceedings (!» U.S.C § 1623) 
contempt 08 US.C. §§ 401-402) and obsuvaion of jusrice (18 U S C § 
1 503), m conocciion wth the anticompetitive activity bang repoaed. 

The oomnntments In this paragraph are binding only upon the Antitrust Dhrision. although, upon the 
r^ of SjrrG. (he Antitrust DrvisioD wOl biir« this AgR«mei« to flKaita^ 
offi^oradmmistriitnjye^ei iniheevert 

SNTG guls to comply fiiUy vwth hisAier obligations hetomder, tbis Agreement as it paxSs to such 
individual shall be void, and any leniency, immunity of noo-prosecutioa granted to such individual 
under this Asrecrocnt may be revoked by the Amhrost Division. Should any leniency, immunhv or 
ROn-prosecution gramed be revoked, the AntHrasi IKvisioo may thereafter prosecute such penon 



' The United States retains the right to decline to extend leniency coverage to any former 
employee v»*q is, or has been an wenitive ofa non-SNTG company engaged in the parcel tanker 
indusuy. 
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^^nallv and any siatanents or DtiKrffifonMtion provided Vysuchpa^ 
^T^ to tMs Agrcwirait may be used agidrHt tanA 

5 Entirr Agns^cnt: Tlis letter cojBlHirt« the eirtirt agiwmeiit between 4c Anl^ 
pi^oD and SNTC. and supersedes aD prior und«3t««fings. iTany, ^Aether o»l or wntten. rchttne 
to the sutjed niatttr herein. 

6 Authority And Capacity: The AntitnJStDiviannandSOTGrcpi««itandw»^^ 
to the Other that the signalories to tKs Agreemcait on behntfof (j^ 

i^apadty necesaiy to wecule ihis AB?«a,eflt and tob«l tteie.|H«t^ 

The signalorics below acknowledge acceptance of the fofegoing tenns and concfifions. 

Stocercly yours, 

M. Griffin / / 
Deputy Assistant Attorney General 
Andtnjsi Division 



]^g^ January 15, 2003 





SloIt-^Tielscn Transportation Group Ltd. 




jy^^ Jatiuary IS, ^O^j^ 



i-NLTJaiincs,EBq. 

I for Sloli-Kidsoi Transportation Group Ltd, 
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